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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 

BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Supplemental  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


The  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  District  (BART)  and  the  San  Mateo  County 
Transit  District  (SamTrans)  are  jointly  proposing  to  extend  BART  rail  transit  service  to  the 
vicinity  of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  (SFIA).  The  project  corridor  for  this 
proposed  extension  is  located  in  the  larger  nine-county  region  known  as  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  Area  (see  Figure  S-1).  The  corridor  encompasses  the  northern  portion  of  San  Mateo 
County  through  the  communities  of  Colma,  South  San  Francisco,  San  Bruno,  Millbrae,  and 
Burlingame.  The  corridor  generally  follows  the  Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Company 
(SPTCo)  San  Bruno  branch  between  Colma  and  San  Bruno,  and  then  merges  with  the  SPTCo 
mainline  between  San  Bruno  and  Burlingame. 


Project  Background,  Purpose,  and  Need 

Is  this  Project  a New  Idea? 

The  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  has  had  a long  history,  dating  back  to  1972, 
when  the  San  Francisco  Airport  Access  Project  Report  first  recommended  the  concept  of 
bringing  BART  to  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  (SFIA).  Over  the  past  22  years,  a 
number  of  milestones  have  brought  this  important  regional  connection  closer  to  fruition. 
Table  S-1  identifies  some  of  the  more  significant  planning  studies  and  milestones. 

What  is  this  Project  Supposed  to  Accomplish? 

Since  its  inception,  the  reasons  for  a BART  connection  to  SFIA  have  remained  relatively 
constant:  to  provide  a mass  transit  alternative  for  travelers  along  the  San  Francisco 

Peninsula,  particularly  northern  San  Mateo  County,  and  to  provide  high-speed,  efficient 
transit  service  between  San  Francisco,  San  Mateo  County,  and  the  growing  SFIA. 

Why  Do  We  Need  This  Project? 

A number  of  circumstances  underscore  the  need  for  this  extension  of  BART  service. 
Highlighted  below  are  the  principal  reasons  why  the  project  is  being  advanced  and  why  it  is 
especially  timely. 
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Table  S-1 

Milestones  in  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  Planning  Efforts 


1972  ■ The  San  Francisco  Airport  Access  Project  Report  studied  various 
BART  alignments  to  the  SFIA 

1984  ■ The  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  74  - Peninsula  Mass  Transit 
Study  (SCR74)  studied  and  compared  alignments  and  travel 
modes  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 

1988  ■ Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  New  Rail 

Transit  Starts  and  Extensions  Program  (Resolution  1876)  lists  the 
BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  as  the  first  regional 
priority  for  federal  funding 

1989  ■ MTC  authorized  to  lead  a pre- Alternatives  Analysis  Screening 

Process 

1990  ■ U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Urban  Mass  Transportation 

Administration  (UMTA)  approves  MTC’s  request  to  initiate 
Alternatives  Analysis  process 

3/1991  ■ Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of  1991  calls 
for  completion  of  the  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension 
with  funding  “earmarked”  for  the  project 

5/1992  ■ BART  Board  of  Directors  adopts  resolution  defining  the  Locally 
Preferred  Alternative  (LPA),  signaling  selection  of  a preferred 
alternative  alignment  for  which  further  environmental  and 
engineering  studies  will  be  prepared 

6/1992  ■ MTC  Policy  Committee  recommends  the  LPA 

6/1992  ■ SamTrans  Board  of  Directors  and  MTC  adopt  LPA; 
BART  Board  reaffirms  LPA 

7/1992  ■ BART  submits  grant  application  for  final  environmental 
documentation  and  preliminary  engineering 

10/1992  ■ U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal  Transit 
Administration  (FTA,  formerly  UMTA)  approves  continuation 
of  environmental  work  and  preliminary  engineering 

5/1993  ■ FTA  Award  of  Grant  for  final  environmental  documentation  and 
preliminary  engineering 


Source;  BART;  Ogden, 


BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  DEIR/SDEIS  — Executive  Summary 


S-3 


Regional  Travel  Demand  - Regional  travel  forecasts  indicate  that  traffic  flow  from 
San  Mateo  and  Santa  Clara  counties  to  downtown  San  Francisco  will  increase  16  percent 
between  1987  and  2010,  and  traffic  to  and  from  the  SFIA  will  increase  52  percent  over  the 
same  period. 

Highway  101/Interstate  280  Congestion  - Given  the  regional  travel  demand  noted  above, 
the  burden  on  the  Peninsula’s  two  primary  north/south  highways  will  increase.  The 
California  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans)  indicates  that  traffic  on  these  critical 
arteries  near  the  SFIA  and  into  San  Francisco  already  regularly  exceeds  capacity.  With 
projected  demand,  the  periods  of  stop-and-go  conditions  on  the  highways  will  rise 
significantly. 

Airport  Growth  - The  SFIA  has  recently  embarked  upon  a major  expansion  program  that 
will  increase  the  number  of  annual  air  passengers  by  70  percent  between  1990  and  2006. 
Since  more  than  65  percent  of  air  passengers  and  employees  drive  to  the  SFIA,  automobile 
congestion  will  increase  dramatically  without  better  connections  to  the  regional  rail  transit 
network. 

Regional  Air  Quality  - Air  quality  attainment  plans  prepared  under  state  and  federal  law  by 
the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District,  with  the  cooperation  of  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  and  the  Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments,  include  a variety 
of  measures  intended  to  improve  air  quality  to  the  level  of  the  state  and  federal  standards,  and 
then  to  maintain  air  quality  at  that  level.  One  of  the  key  transportation-related  measures  is 
the  expansion  of  regional  rail  transit,  with  extension  of  BART  to  the  San  Francisco 
International  Airport  specifically  identified  as  part  of  that  expansion.  The 
BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension,  combined  with  other  regional  rail  projects,  is 
projected  to  reduce  reactive  hydrocarbon  by  1.2  tons  per  day,  nitrogen  oxides  by  1.7  tons  per 
day,  and  carbon  monoxide  by  17.0  tons  per  day. 

Public  Mandate  - A number  of  actions  by  public  agencies  signaled  support  for  a BART 
extension  to  the  SFIA.  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission,  the  regional  entity 
responsible  for  assigning  transportation  priorities  and  channeling  state  and  federal  funds,  has 
made  the  BART  project  its  first  priority  for  federal  funding.  In  addition,  San  Mateo  County 
voters  have  authorized  and  supported  funding  for  the  extension  on  several  occasions,  most 
recently  in  1987. 


Purpose  of  the  DEIR/SDEIS 

What  is  the  DEIR/SDEIS  and  What  Does  it  Contain? 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (DEIR)  has  been  prepared  pursuant  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA).  This  legislation  requires  project  sponsors  to  prepare  a 
document  that  describes  the  nature  of  the  project,  the  potential  effects  of  the  project 
(particularly  those  considered  “significant”),  various  measures  to  reduce  or  eliminate  the 
significant  effects,  and  possible  alternatives  that  could  achieve  the  project’s  objectives  and 
minimize  some  of  the  significant  effects.  The  legislation  also  encourages  public  and  agency 
comments  on  impacts  and  alternatives  as  part  of  the  process  of  selecting  a preferred  project. 
The  Supplemental  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (SDEIS)  has  been  prepared 
pursuant  to  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  and  is  intended  to  similarly 
document  potential  effects  of  the  project  on  the  human  and  physical  environments. 
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The  proposed  extension  of  BART  to  the  vicinity  of  the  SFIA  is  subject  to  both  the  federal 
requirements  for  preparation  of  an  EIS  under  NEPA  and  the  state  requirements  for 
preparation  of  an  EIR  under  CEQA.  In  any  instance  in  which  a project  is  subject  to  both 
NEPA  and  CEQA,  federal  and  state  or  local  agencies  are  encouraged  to  work  closely  with 
one  another  to  prepare  a single  document  which  complies  with  both  NEPA  and  CEQA. 
Thus,  the  joint  DEIR/SDEIS  is  the  result  of  BART,  SamTrans,  and  FTA  working  in  concert 
to  meet  both  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  NEPA,  CEQA  and  all  other  applicable  federal  and 
state  laws. 

However,  the  requirements  of  NEPA  and  CEQA  are  not  necessarily  one  and  the  same: 
certain  requirements  differ  in  that  either  the  state  or  the  federal  requirement  is  more  stringent. 
In  addition,  both  CEQA  and  NEPA  incorporate  requirements  which  are  not  duplicated  in  the 
other  statute.  Finally,  the  proposed  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  is  subject  to 
federal  and  state  environmental  statutes  and  regulations  separate  and  apart  from  NEPA  and 
CEQA,  which  require  analyses  to  be  incorporated  into  the  EIS/EIR.  In  any  of  these 
circumstances,  the  joint  DEIR/SDEIS  has  been  prepared  in  compliance  with  the  more 
stringent  or  more  complete  requirements,  whether  they  be  federal  or  state.  For  example: 

• CEQA  requires  that  each  significant  impact  of  a project  be  identified  in  the  EIR  and 
feasible  mitigation  measures  or  alternatives  be  identified  and  implemented.  NEPA, 
however,  requires  only  a consideration  of  potentially  significant  adverse 
environmental  impacts,  and  evaluation  of  all  reasonable  alternatives  and  the 
suggestion  of  appropriate  mitigation  measures.  Thus,  the  DEIR/SDEIS  identifies 
each  significant  impact  of  the  proposed  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  CEQA. 

• CEQA  requires  an  analysis  of  growth-inducing  and  cumulative  impacts,  while  NEPA 
requires  neither.  The  DEIR/SDEIS  incorporates  both  types  of  impacts. 

• Department  of  Transportation  regulations  require  that  a Section  4(f)  evaluation  be 
prepared  in  compliance  with  Section  4(f)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  of 
1966  (now  codified  at  49  U.S.C  1653(f))  and  incorporated  into  the  EIS.  Therefore, 
the  Section  4(f)  evaluation  has  been  included  as  Chapter  5 of  the  DEIR/SDEIS. 

Both  the  Counsel  on  Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  implementing  NEPA  and  the  CEQA 
Guidelines  recommend  that  an  EIS  or  an  EIR  be  limited  to  approximately  300  pages  in 
length.  In  certain  circumstances,  however,  such  as  with  a project  of  the  magnitude  and 
complexity  of  this  proposed  BART  extension,  it  is  necessary  in  order  to  comply  with  CEQA, 
in  particular,  to  provide  more  detailed  information  than  can  be  accommodated  in  300  pages. 

Therefore,  in  order  to  meet  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA,  to  assist  in 
compliance  with  other  applicable  laws,  and  to  provide  a more  useful  and  informative 
document  for  the  public  and  the  decision  makers,  the  joint  federal  and  California  document 
has  been  compiled  in  four  volumes: 

• this  Executive  Summary; 

• the  SDEIS  and  a summary  of  the  DEIR,  referred  to  as  the  DEIR/SDEIS; 

• the  DEIR  and  a technical  appendix  to  the  SDEIS,  known  as  the  DEIR/Technical 
Appendix;  and 

• the  Design  Appendix,  containing  the  plans  and  profiles  for  all  the  alignments  under 
study. 
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The  DEIR/SDEIS  is  intended  to  provide  a more  focused,  summary  analysis  and  complies 
with  the  suggested  300-page  limitation,  whereas  the  DEIR/Technical  Appendix  contains  the 
comprehensive  information  necessary  to  comply  with  CEQA  and  also  provides  detailed 
background  to  the  SDEIS.  Given,  however,  that  both  this  Executive  Summary  and  the 
DEIR/SDEIS  are  derived  from  the  DEIR/Technical  Appendix,  and  are  intended  primarily  as 
summaries  of  this  latter  document,  the  reader  who  is  interested  in  the  greatest  level  of  detail 
available  regarding  any  particular  aspect  of  the  proposed  BART-San  Francisco  Airport 
Extension  should  consult  the  DEIR/Technical  Appendix.  Should  there  be  inadvertent 
inconsistency  between  and  among  these  documents,  the  information  contained  in  the 
DEIR/Technical  Appendix  is  the  baseline  information. 

Wasn’t  an  Environmental  Report  Already  Prepared? 

The  DEIR/SDEIS  supplements  an  earlier  document  completed  by  MTC,  BART,  SamTrans, 
and  the  FTA  in  1992  entitled  Alternatives  Analysis/Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (AA/DEIS/DEIR). 

The  objective  of  the  AA/DEIS/DEIR  was  to  consider  a range  of  alternatives  to  improve  mass 
transit  service  in  northern  San  Mateo  County  and  provide  a transit  connection  between 
San  Francisco,  San  Mateo  County,  and  the  SFIA.  The  AA/DEIS/DEIR  evaluated  five 
different  BART  alternatives,  in  addition  to  a “No  Build”  scenario  and  an  alternative  that 
focused  on  enhancing  other  existing  transit  systems,  the  Transportation  Systems 
Management  Alternative.  In  Spring  1992,  a Locally  Preferred  Alternative  was  nominated, 
consisting  of  the  extension  of  BART  to  a station  about  one  mile  west  of  the  SFIA  terminals, 
with  connections  to  the  SFIA  via  an  Airport  Light  Rail  System  and  to  Highway  101  via  new 
access  roads  and  ramps.  The  selection  of  this  alternative  (which  is  the  “proposed  project”  in 
the  DEIR/SDEIS)  makes  it  the  preferred  alignment  of  BART,  SamTrans,  and  MTC  and  the 
basis  for  further  environmental  and  engineering  studies.  The  documentation  supporting  the 
Locally  Preferred  Alternative  is  reviewed  by  FTA  in  determining  whether  to  commit  federal 
funds  for  the  additional  environmental  and  engineering  studies.  As  shown  in  Table  S-1,  FTA 
authorized  this  work  in  May  1993. 

Why  is  Another  Environmental  Report  Being  Prepared? 

Before  the  project  could  be  adopted,  BART  and  SamTrans  were  obligated  to  review  public 
comments  on  the  AA/DEIS/DEIR  and  to  prepare  responses  in  a Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  (FEIS/FEIR).  Public  and  agency  comments 
were  extensive,  recommended  more  detailed  analyses,  and  identified  viable  alternatives  to 
those  studied  in  the  AA/DEIS/DEIR.  For  these  reasons,  BART  and  SamTrans  have  elected 
instead  to  respond  to  the  comments  by  providing  more  detailed  information  and  considering 
other  alternatives  in  a new  DEIR.  FTA  concurred  with  this  decision  and  recommended  that  a 
supplement  to  the  DEIS  be  prepared  concurrently. 
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Description  of  Project  Alternatives 

How  Many  Different  Alternatives  Have  Been  Studied? 

At  the  outset  of  the  DEIR/SDEIS  effort,  BART  and  SamTrans  invited  the  public  to 
participate  in  a “Public  Scoping  Meeting.”  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  solicit  ideas 
about  how  transit  service  could  be  improved  in  northern  San  Mateo  County  and  to  obtain 
public  concerns  about  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  project  alternatives.  This 
meeting,  held  in  July  1993,  resulted  in  a menu  of  19  alternatives,  in  addition  to  the  Locally 
Preferred  Alternative  previously  selected  by  the  BART  and  SamTrans  Boards  of  Directors 
and  MTC.  A detailed  presentation  of  these  alternatives,  which  include  alignments  that  had 
been  previously  identified,  and  the  reasons  for  rejection  of  certain  alternatives  are  contained 
in  the  DEIR/Technical  Appendix. 

How  Were  the  Alternatives  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS  Selected? 

BART  and  SamTrans  developed  two  sets  of  criteria  to  assist  the  Boards  of  Directors  in 
identifying  a smaller  set  of  viable  alternatives  for  evaluation  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS.  These 
criteria  were  selected  by  BART  and  SamTrans  to  highlight  key  operational,  funding, 
engineering,  and  environmental  differences  among  the  alternatives.  Engineering,  logistic, 
feasibility  requirements,  and  project  goals  were  the  basis  for  the  first  set  of  criteria.  A 
project  alternative  had  to  satisfy  these  criteria  if  it  were  to  be  considered  further.  The  second 
set  of  criteria  were  used  to  compare  those  alternatives  that  satisfied  the  first  set  of  criteria, 
and  included  costs,  funding  availability,  patronage,  convenience  for  transit  riders,  potential 
wetland  and  endangered  species  impacts,  land  acquisition  requirements,  potential  impacts  to 
residences  and  businesses  sensitive  to  noise  and  vibration,  and  potential  construction 
impacts.  These  criteria  are  reproduced  in  Table  S-2.  Each  alternative  was  evaluated  in  a 
comparative  fashion,  using  these  criteria.  This  screening  process,  along  with  meetings  with 
each  of  the  local  jurisdictions  along  the  project  corridor,  was  used  to  select  those  alternatives 
recommended  for  further  evaluation  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS. 

What  Alternatives  are  Studied  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS? 

Seven  basic  alternatives  and  three  major  design  options  are  analyzed  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS: 

• Proposed  Project,  the  Locally  Preferred  Alternative 

1-380  Least-Cost  Design  Option  to  the  Proposed  Project 

• Alternative  I:  No  Build 

• Alternative  II:  Transportation  Systems  Management  (TSM) 

• Alternative  III:  BART  to  Airport  Intermodal  (Base  Case) 

• Alternative  IV:  Airport  Aerial  East  of  Highway  101  to  Millbrae  Intermodal 

• Alternative  V:  Minimum  Length  Subway  to  Millbrae  Intermodal 

Design  Option  V-A:  Minimum  Length  Subway  to  Airport  Ground  Transportation 
Center 

Design  Option  V-B:  Minimum  Length  Subway  to  San  Bruno 

• Alternative  VI:  Millbrae  Avenue  via  the  Airport  International  Terminal 
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Table  S-2 

Screening  Criteria  Used  to  Select 

BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  Alternatives  for  the  DEIR/SDEIS 


THRESHOLD  CRITERIA 

• Permits  BART/CalTrain  intermodal  connection 

• Accommodates  a future  BART  extension  south 

• Sustains  2-1/4-minute  BART  headways  during  peak  travel  periods 

• Satisfies  BART/CalTrain/SFIA  design  and  safety  criteria 

• Lies  within  the  San  Francisco  to  SFIA  corridor 

COMPARATIVE  CRITERIA 
Costs 

• Order  of  magnitude  capital  cost  (millions  1991$) 

• Funding  shortage 

• Order  of  magnitude  BART  incremental  annual  operating  and 
maintenance  cost  (millions  1991$) 

Convenience 

• BART/CalTrain/Airport  light  rail  connection 

• Air  passenger  walking  distance  to  central  terminal  (in  feet) 

• Functional  end-of-line  commuter  station 

Operations 

• Patronage  (from  MTC  model  runs) 

- work/non-work 

- air  passengers 

• BART  operations  and  failure  management 

• Number  of  BART  routes  that  can  be  accommodated 

Environmental 

• Construction  impacts 

• Wetlands  impacts 

• Number  of  sensitive  species  impacted 

• Traffic  impacts  (identified  affected  streets  and  neighborhoods) 

• Other  major  environmental  impacts 


Source;  BART,  1993. 
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The  No  Build  Alternative  is  essentially  a “do-nothing”  scenario.  The  only  new 
transportation  improvements  anticipated  in  the  project  vicinity  include  the  extension  of 
BART  to  Colma  and  the  repair  of  1-280  between  Highway  101  and  6th  Street  in 
San  Francisco.  This  alternative  provides  a future  baseline  against  which  to  assess  project 
impacts. 

The  TSM  Alternative  includes  a number  of  transportation  improvements  that  are  planned  by 
the  Peninsula  Commute  Service  (known  as  CalTrain,  a diesel-operated  commuter  rail  service 
along  the  Peninsula),  San  Mateo  County,  and  local  agencies.  Key  improvements  in  the 
project  vicinity,  in  addition  to  those  assumed  under  the  No  Build  Alternative,  include: 

• relocation  of  the  existing  San  Bruno  CalTrain  Station  to  a new  site  under  1-380; 

• construction  of  a new  CalTrain  station  west  of  Highway  101  across  from  the  entrance 
to  the  SFIA; 

• construction  of  an  Airport  Light  Rail  System  (ALRS)  serving  the  SFIA  and  the  new 
CalTrain  station  west  of  Highway  101; 

• increase  in  CalTrain  service  from  60  to  86  daily  trains;  and 

• local  roadway  improvements  such  as  the  D Street  overpass/on-ramp  to  1-280  in 
Colma,  the  extension  of  Hickey  Boulevard  eastward  to  a new  full  Highway  101 
interchange  at  Oyster  Point  Boulevard  in  South  San  Francisco,  and  new  turning  lanes 
at  the  intersections  of  El  Camino  Real  with  Sneath  and  San  Bruno  Avenues  in 
San  Bruno. 

Table  S-3  highlights  some  of  the  key  differences  between  the  BART  “build”  alternatives. 
Chapter  2 of  the  DEIR/SDEIS  describes  each  alternative,  including  the  No  Build  and  TSM 
Alternatives,  in  detail.  The  BART  “build”  alternatives  and  design  options  are  generally 
shown  in  Figures  S-2  and  S-3  and  are  summarized  below. 

The  proposed  project  or  Locally  Preferred  Alternative  proposes  a BART  extension,  with  a 
station  at  Hickey  Boulevard  in  South  San  Francisco  adjacent  to  the  Tanforan  Shopping 
Center  in  San  Bruno,  and  a combined  BART/CalTrain/ Airport  Light  Rail  Station  (Intermodal 
Station)  located  west  of  Highway  101  near  the  SFIA  terminals.  From  the  Colma  BART 
Station,  presently  under  construction,  the  alignment  would  follow  the  SPTCo  railroad 
right-of-way  in  subway  through  a below-grade  Hickey  Station  to  South  Spruce  Avenue,  then 
ascend  to  grade  at  the  Tanforan  Station.  From  the  Tanforan  Station,  the  alignment  would 
descend  into  a subway  configuration,  paralleling  the  north  side  of  1-380,  pass  under  1-380, 
continue  in  subway  along  the  easterly  limit  of  the  City  of  San  Bruno,  then  ascend  to  ground 
level  at  the  Airport  Intermodal  Station.  This  alignment  would  bypass  downtown  San  Bruno. 
The  ALRS  would  carry  air  passengers  and  SFIA  employees  from  the  Intermodal  Station  to 
the  SFIA.  An  approximately  3,000-foot  tailtrack  would  extend  south  from  the  Airport 
Intermodal  Station. 

The  1-380  Least-Cost  Design  Option  of  the  proposed  project  calls  for  an  alignment  that 
would  rise  from  the  Tanforan  Station  on  an  aerial  structure  to  1-380  over  local  streets  and  the 
CalTrain  tracks,  then  descend  and  pass  under  1-380  in  subway.  The  alignment  would 
continue  in  a retained  cut  configuration  along  the  easterly  limit  of  the  City  of  San  Bruno, 
then  ascend  to  ground  level  at  the  Airport  Intermodal  Station. 

Alternative  III,  the  Base  Case  Alternative,  follows  the  same  route  as  the  proposed  project 
from  Colma  to  the  Tanforan  Station.  From  the  Tanforan  Station  to  the  Airport  Intermodal 
Station,  the  alignment  would  continue  along  the  SPTCo  railroad  right-of-way.  It  would  be 
built  with  open,  retained  cut  tracks  from  Colma  to  Mission  Road;  at  grade  and  open,  retained 
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Comparison  of  Alignment  Alternatives  and  Design  Options 


cut  to  the  proposed  extension  of  Hickey  Boulevard;  retained  cut  from  the  Hickey  Station  to 
south  of  South  Spruce  Avenue;  at  grade  to  the  Tanforan  Station;  and  aerial  over  streets  in 
San  Bruno,  descending  to  the  at-grade  Airport  Intermodal  Station.  The  ALRS  would  carry 
air  passengers  and  SFIA  employees  from  the  Intermodal  Station  to  the  SFIA.  An 
approximately  3,000-foot  tailtrack  would  extend  south. 

Alternative  IV  follows  the  same  route  as  the  proposed  project  north  of  Tanforan  Avenue. 
The  San  Bruno  station  would  be  located  at  either  Tanforan  or  just  south  of  1-380  in 
San  Bruno.  South  of  Tanforan  Avenue,  the  alignment  would  rise  on  an  embankment  to  an 
aerial  structure  and  curve  eastward  along  San  Bruno  Avenue.  The  BART  aerial  alignment 
would  continue  east  and  cross  over  Highway  101,  then  curve  south  to  a BART  Airport 
Station  located  at  the  Airport  long-term  parking  lot.  South  of  the  Airport  Station,  BART 
would  parallel  the  SFIA’s  viaduct  and  descend  under  Highway  101,  rising  to  an  at-grade 
Millbrae  Intermodal  Station  at  Center  Street.  The  ALRS  would  carry  SFIA  passengers  and 
employees  from  the  BART  Airport  Station  and  the  Millbrae  Intermodal  Station  to  the  SFIA. 
An  approximately  3,000-foot  tailtrack  would  extend  at  grade  south  of  the  Millbrae 
Intermodal  Station. 

Alternative  V follows  the  same  route  as  the  proposed  project  north  of  Tanforan  Avenue.  The 
San  Bruno  station  would  be  located  at  Tanforan,  I-380/San  Bruno,  or  in  downtown 
San  Bruno.  BART  would  be  in  subway  through  downtown  San  Bruno  from  approximately 
San  Bruno  Avenue  to  Angus  Avenue.  South  of  Angus  Avenue,  BART  would  ascend  to 
grade  to  a Millbrae  Intermodal  Station  at  Center  Street.  The  ALRS  would  carry  air 
passengers  and  SFIA  employees  from  the  Millbrae  Intermodal  Station  to  the  SFIA.  An 
approximately  3,000-foot  tailtrack  would  extend  at  grade  south  of  the  Millbrae  Intermodal 
Station. 

Design  Option  V-A  is  identical  to  the  proposed  project  to  Tanforan  Avenue.  A San  Bruno 
BART/CalTrain/Airport  Light  Rail  Intermodal  Station  would  be  located  at  either  the 
proposed  I-380/San  Bruno  or  Downtown  San  Bruno  Station  locations.  South  of  the 
San  Bruno  Station,  BART  would  be  either  in  a subway  or  an  aerial  configuration  to  the 
proposed  Airport  Ground  Transportation  Center  (GTC).  The  BART  subway  configuration 
would  turn  east  under  Highway  101  and  then  south  into  the  subterranean  level  of  the  GTC. 
The  BART  aerial  configuration  also  turns  east  and  ascends  from  a subway  to  an  aerial 
structure  crossing  over  Highway  101  and  then  turns  south  to  an  aerial  GTC  Station 
immediately  west  of  and  perpendicular  to  the  Airport  GTC.  Access  to  the  SFIA  terminals 
and  employment  centers  would  be  available  by  elevator/escalator  and  the  ALRS.  As  in 
Alternative  V,  BART  would  be  in  subway  through  downtown  San  Bruno,  and  an 
approximately  3,000-foot  tailtrack  would  extend  at  grade  south  of  the  San  Bruno  Station. 

Design  Option  V-B  is  identical  to  the  proposed  project  north  of  Tanforan  Avenue.  Under 
this  design  option,  there  would  be  no  Tanforan  Station  but  rather  a San  Bruno  Intermodal 
Station  located  at  either  I-380/San  Bruno  or  downtown  San  Bruno.  As  in  Alternative  V, 
BART  would  be  in  subway  through  downtown  San  Bruno.  An  approximately  3,000-foot 
tailtrack  would  extend  south  of  the  San  Bruno  Intermodal  Station.  Design  Option  V-B 
would  allow  for  either  a future  subway  into  the  basement  of  the  Airport  GTC,  as  described  in 
Design  Option  V-A,  or  a continuation  south  in  the  SPTCo  right-of-way  to  Millbrae. 

Under  Alternative  VI,  the  alignment  would  follow  the  SPTCo  right-of-way  in  subway  from 
the  Colma  BART  Station,  presently  under  construction,  to  South  Spruce  Avenue.  South  of 
South  Spruce  Avenue,  the  alignment  would  be  in  subway  through  downtown  San  Bruno 
between  San  Bruno  Avenue  and  Angus  Avenue.  The  BART  alignment  would  turn  east 
under  Highway  101  in  subway,  then  turn  south  to  a subway  Airport  International  Terminal 
Station.  BART  passengers  would  access  the  proposed  International  Terminal  by  elevators 
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BART  Extension  Alternatives 


and  escalators,  and  other  terminals  by  walking  or  transferring  to  the  proposed  ALRS.  SFIA 
employees  would  access  the  station  via  the  ALRS.  South  of  the  Airport  International 
Terminal  Station,  BART  would  curve  southwest  under  Highway  101  and  rise  to  an  at-grade 
Millbrae  Avenue  BART/CalTrain  Station.  An  at-grade  BART  turnback  and  tailtrack  would 
extend  south  of  Millbrae  Avenue  approximately  3,000  feet. 


Impacts  of  Project  Alternatives 

What  Significant  Adverse  Impacts  Might  Occur  for  a Particular 
Alternative? 

A summary  of  the  key  impacts,  or  effects,  for  each  alternative  is  presented  in  Table  S-4.  The 
impacts  identified  in  Table  S-4  include  operational  effects,  i.e.,  those  that  would  occur  if  the 
project  were  constructed  and  operating. 

In  addition  to  operational  effects,  there  are  a number  of  impacts  that  would  occur  during  the 
construction  period.  These  impacts  are  common  to  all  the  BART  build  alternatives,  and 
would  affect  the  project  corridor  primarily  between  mid-1996  and  mid-1998  (see  Table  S-5). 

The  DEIR/SDEIS  also  identifies  cumulative  impacts.  These  impacts  result  from  the 
proposed  project  in  combination  with  other  known  and  foreseeable  projects,  such  as  the  San 
Francisco  International  Airport  Master  Plan  and  the  El  Camino  Corridor  redevelopment 
project.  Cumulative  impacts  with  the  BART  build  alternatives  are  summarized  in  Table  S-6. 

The  DEIR/SDEIS  presents  these  impacts  in  Chapter  3 and  concentrates  on  “significant 
adverse”  effects.  A comprehensive  list  of  the  significant  effects  is  presented  in  Table  S-7  at 
the  end  of  this  Executive  Summary.  The  threshold  between  a significant  and  insignificant 
impact  is  based  on  significance  criteria  that  are  defined  for  each  environmental  issue 
considered  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS.  The  criteria  are  based  on  state  and  federal  standards  and 
guidelines,  professional  engineering  practices,  and  professional  judgment. 

Can  the  Impacts  be  Reduced  or  Eliminated? 

For  every  significant  adverse  impact  identified  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS,  mitigation  measures  are 
proposed  to  reduce  or  eliminate  the  effects.  A summary  of  these  measures  is  contained  in 
Table  S-8  at  the  end  of  this  Executive  Summary.  In  some  instances,  the  proposed  mitigation 
measure  will  not  reduce  the  impact  to  an  insignificant  level.  In  these  cases,  the  impact 
remains  significant  and  is  said  to  be  “unavoidable.”  Unavoidable,  significant  effects 
identified  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS  are  specially  noted  in  Table  S-7  by  using  underlined  boldface 
text,  and  are  summarized  in  Chapter  4 of  the  DEIR/SDEIS.  Before  the  project  can  be 
adopted,  BART  and  SamTrans  will  be  required  to  examine  each  of  these  unavoidable, 
significant  impacts  and  determine  whether  the  benefits  associated  with  the  project  outweigh 
the  unavoidable  adverse  effects. 

Are  There  Any  Areas  of  Controversy? 


There  are  a number  of  controversies  that  have  been  raised  for  each  of  the  project  alternatives 
and  are  of  significant  concern  to  local  communities,  groups,  or  organizations.  These  areas  of 
controversy  highlight  critical  social  and  economic  implications  of  the  proposed  extension 
and  are  indicated  below,  by  jurisdiction: 
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■ Colma 

• Extent  and  duration  of  construction  activities  because  of  disturbances  to  local 
circulation,  noise  and  dust,  and  pedestrian  safety 

• Disruption  of  cemetery  services  during  construction  of  any  of  the  BART  build 
alternatives,  and  during  operations  under  the  Base  Case  Alternative 

• Visual  and  physical  impacts  to  cemeteries  and  loss  of  landscaping  with  any 
profile  other  than  subway 

■ South  San  Francisco 

• Extent  and  duration  of  construction  activities  because  of  disturbances  to  local 
circulation,  noise  and  dust,  and  pedestrian  safety,  particularly  for  school-aged 
children 

• Retained  cut  alignment  and  Chestnut  Station  location  under  the  Base  Case 
Alternative  are  inconsistent  with  city  policy  and  local  preferences  for  a subway 
system 

■ San  Bruno 

• Extent  and  duration  of  construction  activities  because  of  disturbances  to  local 
circulation,  noise  and  dust,  and  pedestrian  safety,  particularly  for  school-aged 
children 

• Significant  socio-economic  impacts  associated  with  potential  alignment  and 
stations  in  the  downtown  area,  especially  if  alignment  is  in  aerial  configuration 

• Disruption  of  the  Fifth  Addition  neighborhood  under  the  proposed  project  and  the 
1-380  Least-Cost  Design  Option,  the  Belle  Air  residential  neighborhood  under  the 
Base  Case  Alternative  and  Alternatives  IV  and  V,  and  the  Central  Business 
District  under  Alternatives  IV  and  V as  a result  of  displacement  of  residences  and 
businesses 

• Loss  of  municipal  property  tax  revenues  associated  with  displacement 

• Loss  of  revenues  for  the  San  Bruno  Park  School  District  due  to  relocation  of 
students 

■ Miilbrae 

• Extent  and  duration  of  construction  activities  because  of  disturbances  to  local 
circulation,  noise  and  dust,  and  pedestrian  safety,  particularly  for  school-aged 
children 

• Disruption  of  neighborhoods  through  displacement  of  businesses  and  residences 
under  Alternatives  IV,  V,  and  VI  and  their  design  options 

• Loss  of  municipal  property  tax  revenues  associated  with  displacement  under 
Alternatives  IV,  V,  and  VI  and  their  design  options 

• Loss  of  revenues  for  the  Miilbrae  School  District  due  to  relocation  of  students 
under  Alternatives  IV,  V,  and  VI  and  their  design  options 

■ Burlingame 

• Extent  and  duration  of  construction  activities  because  of  disturbances  to  local 
circulation,  noise  and  dust,  and  pedestrian  safety  under  Alternative  VI 

• Traffic  impacts  along  local  streets  of  BART  passengers  seeking  to  access  the 
end-of-the-line  station  at  Miilbrae  Avenue  under  Alternative  VI 

■ SHA  Property  west  of  Highway  101 

• Loss  of  wetlands  and  habitat  for  the  San  Francisco  Garter  Snake 
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Table  S-5 

Generalized  Construction  Impacts  of  the  BART  Build  Alternatives 


Transportation 

• Traffic  detours  and  congestion  resulting  from  street  closures  and  lane  restrictions  and  from 
construction-related  truck  trips. 

• Reduction  in  access  between  the  Fifth  Addition  neighborhood  and  the  shopping  centers  on 
the  west  side  of  the  SPTCo/CalTrain  mainline. 

• Delays  to  CalTrain  service. 

• Neighborhood  disruption  and  diminished  access  to  local  businesses. 

• Safety  hazards  for  pedestrians  and  bicyclists. 

Visual  Quality 

• Disruption  of  cemetery  services. 

• Loss  of  mature  trees. 

• Placement  of  construction  activities  close  to  residents,  thereby  creating  a sense  of 
encroachment  and  adversely  altering  the  visual  setting. 

• Visual  alteration  of  the^en  space  area  between  Highway  101  and  the  SPTCo/CalTrain 
mainline,  opposite  the  SFTA  terminals. 

Cultural  Resources 

• Possible  disturbance  to  an  archaeological  resource  known  to  have  existed  along  Colma 
Creek. 

• Indirect  effects  such  as  noise  and  visual  alteration  to  the  immediate  vicinity  around 
potentially  historic  properties. 

Community  Services 

• Delays  in  emergency  services  response  because  of  street  closures  and  lane  restrictions. 

• Utility  relocation  and  possible,  temporary  interruption  of  service. 

Geology 

• Slope  instability  and  settlement  during  excavation. 

Biological  Resources 

• Disturbance  to  surface  and  shallow  subsurface  biotic  resources  including  wetlands. 

• Increased  erosion  and  sedimentation  with  possible  adverse  effects  on  water  quality  and 
aquatic  habitats. 

Hydrology 

• Increased  erosion  and  sedimentation. 

• Interference  with  drainage  patterns. 

Noise 

• Increased  localized  noise  and  vibration. 

Air  Quality 

• Increased  localized  air  emissions,  including  dust. 

Public  Health 

• Discovery  of  hazardous  materials  that  could  present  health  and  safety  concerns  for 
construction  workers. 

Energy 

• Substantial  energy  requirements  to  construct  the  facilities. 


Source:  BART;  Ogden. 
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Table  S-6 

Generalized  Cumulative  Effects  of  the  BART  Build  Alternative 


Transportation 

• Significant  traffic  increases  during  peak  A.M.  and  P.M.  hours  on  freeway  segments  between 
Millbrae  and  Third  Avenues. 

• Significant  traffic  increases  during  peak  A.M.  and/or  P.M.  hours  on  the  freeway  segment 
between  SFIA  and  Millbrae  under  all  build  alternatives  except  Alternative  VI. 

• Significant  increases  in  congestion  at  the  following  intersections:  Chestnut  and  Grand 
Avenues  (under  Alternative  V),  Junipero  Serra  and  Westborough  Boulevards  (under  the 
Base  Case),  and  El  Camino  Real  and  Sneath  Lane  (under  the  Base  Case  and 
Alternative  VI). 

• Beneficial  effect  of  a reduction  in  parking  demand  at  Daly  City  and  Colma  BART  stations 
under  all  build  alternatives. 

Land  Use 

• Increased  activity  levels  in  South  San  Francisco,  San  Bruno,  and  Millbrae  neighborhoods 
creating  traffic,  noise,  and  safety  concerns. 

• Displacement  effects  leading  to  disruption  of  local  social  patterns  (i.e.,  shopping, 
circulation,  and  neighborhood  activities)  in  the  project  corridor. 

• Beneficial  effect  of  long-term  job  creation  by  local  transit  agencies,  the  SFIA,  and  local 
businesses. 

Visual  Quality 

• Significant  alteration  of  scenic  views  in  South  San  Francisco,  most  notably  those  of 
San  Bruno  Mountain. 

Cultural  Resources 

• Disturbance  to  or  loss  of  significant  cultural  resources  in  San  Mateo  County. 

Community  Services 

• Potential  increase  in  demand  for  community  services  in  local  jurisdictions  in  the  project 
study  area. 

Geology,  Soils,  and  Seismicity 

• Increase  in  the  population  exposed  to  seismic  hazards  due  to  development  at  the  SFIA  and 
in  the  study  area. 

Biological  Resources 

• Wetland  habitat  loss  throughout  the  Bay  Area  due  to  development. 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

• Potential  increase  in  nonpoint  source  pollution  and  flooding  along  Colma  Creek  in  South 
San  Francisco  under  all  BART  build  alternatives. 

Noise  and  Vibration 

• Increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  under  all  build  alternatives  as  a result  of  increased  transit 
service  and  background  traffic. 
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Table  S-6  (continued) 

Generalized  Cumulative  Effects  of  the  BART  Build  Alternative 


Air  Quality 

• Beneficial  effect  of  reduction  in  regional  emissions  of  carbon  monoxide,  nitrous  oxides, 
reactive  organic  gases,  and  particulate  matter  under  all  build  alternatives  due  to  less  vehicle 
miles  traveled. 

Public  Health  and  Safety 

• Risk  of  minimal  public  exposure  to  BART-related  hazardous  materials  and  EMF. 

Energy 

• Beneficial  effect  of  net  decrease  in  regional  energy  requirements  due  to  increased  public 
transit  ridership. 

Construction 

• Traffic  delays  on  Highway  101,  local  traffic  congestion,  and  roadway  closures  during 
construction. 

• Constmction-related  increase  in  noise,  dust,  construction  traffic,  movement  of  construction 
equipment,  and  visual  disruption  in  South  San  Francisco  and  at  the  SFIA. 

• Potentially  significant  increase  in  demand  for  local  police  and  fire  services  in  South 
San  Francisco  during  construction  periods. 

• Potentially  significant  increase  in  demand  for  SFIA  police  and  fire  services  during 
construction  periods. 

• Potential  construction-related  settlement  and  erosion  impacts  in  South  San  Francisco  and/or 
on  the  SFIA  property  east  of  Highway  101 . 

• Loss  of  wetlands  and  sensitive  species  habitats  on  and  adjacent  to  the  SFIA  property  west 
of  Highway  101  as  a result  of  construction  impacts. 

• Potential  construction-related  noise  and  vibration  effects  for  residents  in  South 
San  Francisco. 

• Construction  would  lead  to  increase  in  airborne  particulate  matter  levels  in  South 
San  Francisco  and  at  the  SFIA. 

• Potential  exposure  of  the  public  and/or  construction  workers  to  hazardous  materials  at  the 
SFIA  during  construction  periods. 

• Beneficial  effect  of  expanded  regional  spending  during  construction  periods. 

• Increased  construction-related  energy  demands  under  all  build  alternatives. 


Source:  BART;  Ogden. 
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Are  There  Unresolved  Issues? 


The  following  decisions  must  be  made  prior  to  the  implementation  of  the 
BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension: 

■ Selection  of  a Project  Alignment.  The  BART  and  SamTrans  Boards  of  Directors  will 
either  reaffirm  the  Locally  Preferred  Alternative  (i.e.,  the  proposed  project)  or  they  could 
select  one  of  the  other  routes  evaluated  in  the  DEIR/SDEIS.  In  addition,  there  are  several 
vertical  alignment  options  that  consider  subway,  retained  cut,  at-grade,  and  aerial 
configurations  for  selected  portions  of  the  route.  With  the  appropriate  findings  and 
procedures,  the  BART  and  SamTrans  Board  may  select  a preferred  alternative  that  combines 
various  options. 

■ Determination  of  Station  Locations.  In  South  San  Francisco,  San  Bruno,  and  Millbrae, 
there  are  optional  station  locations.  In  the  City  of  South  San  Francisco,  the  choice  between 
the  Hickey  or  the  Chestnut  Station  is  linked  with  the  selection  of  either  a subway  (as 
proposed  by  all  BART  build  alternatives,  except  the  Base  Case)  or  a retained  cut  (as 
proposed  under  the  Base  Case)  configuration.  In  San  Bruno,  the  choice  of  station  locations 
depends  on  the  route  selected  and  on  localized  environmental  impacts,  and  includes  sites  at 
Tanforan,  I-380/San  Bruno  Avenue,  and  Downtown  San  Bruno  (specific  location  options  by 
alternative  are  identified  in  Table  S-3  and  Figure  S-2).  Similarly,  in  Millbrae,  the  choice  of 
stations  depends  on  the  route  selected  and  includes  sites  at  Center  Street  (as  proposed  under 
Alternatives  IV  and  V)  and  Millbrae  Avenue  (as  proposed  under  Alternative  VI). 

At  the  SFIA,  three  different  station  locations  have  been  examined:  the  long-term  parking 
area,  the  proposed  Ground  Transportation  Center,  and  the  proposed  International  Terminal. 
The  choice  of  station  depends  on  the  alternative  selected. 

■ Funding  Contributions.  When  the  Locally  Preferred  Alternative  was  selected  in 
June  1992,  certain  segments  of  the  alignment  were  suggested  by  the  affected  communities 
for  subway  construction,  as  opposed  to  retained  cut,  at-grade  or  aerial  configuration.  These 
additional  subway  segments  are  to  be  paid  for  through  local  financial  contributions,  and  the 
funds  were  to  be  secured  within  12  months  of  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  identifying  the 
Locally  Preferred  Alternative.  Although  this  date  has  passed,  local  jurisdictions  are  still 
exploring  options  for  raising  their  required  financial  contributions. 

The  issue  of  available  federal  funds  must  be  resolved,  as  well  as  the  overall  BART/SamTrans 
proposed  financing  plan.  The  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension  is  authorized  under 
the  Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  Act  of  1991  (ISTEA)  to  share  $568.5  million  in  new 
rail  projects  with  the  BART  Colma  Extension  and  a light  rail  project  in  Santa  Clara  County. 
Of  this  amount,  $301  million  is  allocated  for  the  BART-San  Francisco  Airport  Extension 
through  fiscal  year  1997.  An  additional  $289.7  million  is  needed  to  bring  the  total  funding 
level  for  the  project  to  $590.7  million,  or  75  percent  of  the  least-cost  alternative  (Base  Case 
Alternative),  as  estimated  in  the  AA/DEIS/DEIR;  this  is  the  funding  level  that  has  been 
authorized,  but  the  monies  have  not  been  committed.  The  cost  estimates  have  been  refined 
upwards  since  the  AA/DEIS/DEIR  and  are  presented  in  Table  S-3.  Assuming  commitment 
of  the  additional  $289.7  million,  a capital  cost  shortfall  would  still  exist.  Additional  federal 
and  local  contributions  would  need  to  be  secured  to  construct  the  proposed  extension. 

■ Selection  and  Adoption  of  Appropriate  Mitigation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures 
have  been  developed  to  reduce  and/or  eliminate  significant  impacts  identified  in  the 
DEIR/SDEIS.  The  BART  and  SamTrans  Boards  must  adopt  measures  to  be  incorporated 
into  the  alternative  selected  for  implementation,  in  order  to  eliminate  or  reduce  impacts. 
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Next  Steps 

How  Do  I Comment  on  the  DEIR/SDEIS? 


The  public  is  invited  to  review  the  DEIR/SDEIS  and  to  submit  written  comments  to: 


The  purpose  of  the  public  review  period  is  to  solicit  comments  on  the  merits  of  the 
alternatives,  the  overall  accuracy  and  completeness  of  the  analyses,  preferences  for  particular 
alternatives,  and  the  sufficiency  of  the  document  in  identifying  and  analyzing  possible 
impacts  of  alternatives  or  mitigation  measures  to  better  avoid  or  reduce  significant  effects. 
Written  comments  may  be  submitted  anytime  during  the  60-day  public  review  period  that 
begins  with  the  release  of  the  DEIR/SDEIS. 

Additionally,  the  public  is  invited  to  participate  at  the  upcoming  public  hearing  that  will  be 
held  to  receive  comments  on  the  DEIR/SDEIS.  The  hearing  will  be  announced  in  local 
newspapers  and  all  individuals  on  the  project  mailing  list  will  be  notified.  To  get  on  the 
mailing  list  or  request  further  project  information,  call  the  Project  Hotline  at  (415)  398-2002. 

Where  Can  Others  Get  Copies  of  the  DEIR/SDEIS? 

Copies  of  the  DEIR/SDEIS  have  been  distributed  to  each  of  the  local  jurisdictions  (typically, 
the  Planning  Department),  to  public  libraries  along  the  project  corridor,  and  to  the  BART  and 
MTC  libraries  in  Oakland.  Copies  can  also  be  obtained  by  calling  the  Project  Hotline. 

What  Will  Happen  at  the  Public  Hearing? 

As  noted  above,  BART  and  SamTrans  will  hold  a public  hearing  to  describe  the  project 
alternatives  and  potential  impacts,  and  to  solicit  comments  from  the  public.  These  comments 
will  be  recorded  by  court  reporters.  The  Boards  will  consider  these  comments  during  their 
deliberations  on  the  selection  of  the  Locally  Preferred  Alternative.  BART,  SamTrans,  and 
their  consultants  will  subsequently  prepare  written  responses  to  be  included  in  a FEIS/FEIR. 
The  responses  will  address  comments  concerning  environmental  issues. 

When  Will  a Decision  Be  Made  to  Build  the  BART-San  Francisco  Airport 
Extension? 

Upon  completion  of  the  public  hearing,  BART  and  SamTrans  will  select  a Locally  Preferred 
Alternative.  As  noted  earlier,  the  selection  could  be  the  existing  proposed  project  as  defined 
in  May  1993,  it  could  be  one  of  the  other  alternatives  evaluated,  or  it  could  be  some  hybrid 
based  on  a combination  of  different  vertical  alignments  and  station  locations.  BART  and 
SamTrans  will  then  direct  preparation  of  a FEIS/FEIR  to  respond  to  comments  on  the 
DEIR/SDEIS.  The  FEIS/FEIR  will  also  contain  additional  engineering  and  environmental 
analyses  of  the  Locally  Preferred  Alternative.  Only  after  review  of  the  FEIS/FEIR  by 
BART,  SamTrans,  and  FTA  and  consideration  of  financial  and  engineering  feasibility,  local 
support,  and  cost-effectiveness  will  a decision  be  made  on  whether  to  extend  BART  to  the 
SFIA. 


Molly  Murphy 

Extension  Planning  - 1KB4 

San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  District 

P.O.  Box  12688 

Oakland,  CA  94604-2688 


Robert  Horn,  Program  Director 

Federal  Transit  Administration, 

Region  DC 

201  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 
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